IN THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DI STRI CT OF PENNSYLVAN A

JEROVE LOACH : CIVIL ACTI ON
V.
JAMES PRI CE, et al. : NO. 99- 285

VEMORANDUM AND ORDER

Ful lam Sr. J. Apri | , 2000

Petitioner Jerone Loach is now serving a sentence of
nine to twenty years inposed as a result of his conviction in
Mont gonery County for third degree nurder and rel ated of fenses;
the effective date of that sentence is June 3, 1988. His m nimum
sentence expired on June 3, 1997, and his maximumw || expire on
June 3, 2018. He has recently sought habeas corpus relief from

t hat sentence. Jerone Loach v. Martin L. Dragovich, et al., C A

96- 8701.

In the present case, petitioner challenges a sentence
i nposed in Philadel phia County, for a robbery conviction. The
United States Magistrate Judge to whomthis case was referred has
recomended that the petition be dism ssed, both because
petitioner is not “in custody” pursuant to the Phil adel phia
sentence, and al so because his petition lacks nmerit. | agree.
There is no showi ng that the Montgonery County sentence was

enhanced as a result of the Philadel phia conviction challenged in



this case, or even that the effective date of the Mntgonery
County sentence was del ayed by reason of the Phil adel phia
sentence. |Indeed, it appears that the petitioner was parol ed
fromthe Phil adel phia sentence, and was not prosecuted as a
parole violator as a result of the Montgonery County crine.
Petitioner’s maxi num sentence on the Phil adel phia crine expired
in 1996. It is therefore clear that the petitioner is not “in
custody” pursuant to the Phil adel phia sentence, and has suffered
no collateral consequences which m ght enable himto seek relief
in this court.

It is also clear that, for the reasons set forth in the
report of United States Magistrate Judge Wl ls, the Phil adel phia
conviction was constitutionally obtained. The petition wll

t heref ore be deni ed.

An Order foll ows.



IN THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DI STRI CT OF PENNSYLVAN A

JEROVE LOACH : ClVIL ACTI ON
V.
JAMES PRICE, et al. : NO. 99- 285
ORDER
AND NOW this day of April, 2000, IT IS ORDERED
1. The report and recomendation of United States

Magi strate Judge Wells is APPROVED AND ADOPTED.
2. Petitioner’s Motion for Sunmary Judgnent is

DENI ED.
3. The petition for wit of habeas corpus is DEN ED
4. There is no basis for issuing a certificate of

appeal ability.

John P. Fullam Sr. J.



